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and to all others who have assisted in making this convention a notable 
success. 
23. Expression of Appreciation to Retiring Officers 
Resolved that the members of the International Association of Game, 
Fish and Conservation Commissioners hereby express their sincere apprecia- 
tion of the faithful and very valuable services rendered by the retiring 
officers, particularly I. T. Bode, who has rendered most efficient and con- 
structive service as President during the past year. 
Be it further resolved that the Secretary be instructed to^ spread these 
expressions of appreciation upon the records of the convention and send 
copies thereof to the officers above named. 
The President: As it stands now we have held out four resolutions, with 
respect to wildlife extension service, pollution, the Parker River refuge bills, 
and the Superior National Forest and Quetico-Superior wilderness areas. 
These are the ones that are held for discussion, and I take it a motion is in 
order for the adoption of those that are uncontested. 
Mr. Shipman (West Virginia): I move the adoption of the resolutions 
that are uncontested. 
(The motion was seconded by Mr. Clarke of Washington and agreed to.) 
The President: We shall proceed, then, to take up the other resolutions. 
Mr. Rider: The resolution with regard to the wildlife extension service 
is as follows: 
5. Wildlife Extension Service 
Resolved that the International Association of Game, Fish and Conser- 
vation Commissioners favors the enactment of the Burke bill, H. R. 2472, 
providing for a wildlife extension service, with amendments which will 
make section 1 read as follows: 
“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of 
the Interior, through the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, is hereby author- 
ized, under such conditions as he may determine to be fair and equitable 
in each state, in cooperation with the appropriate officials in charge of 
wildlife administration of each state, to advise the owners and custodians 
of lands or waters regarding methods to restore, rehabilitate, and improve 
area§ adaptable as feeding, resting, or breeding places for wildlife: 
provided that except for preliminary investigations the amount expended 
by the federal government under this section in cooperation with any state 
or other cooperating agency during any fiscal year shall not exceed 75 per 
centum of the estimated cost thereof.” 
Mr. Glading (California): I think the resolution is essentially what the 
Western Association had in mind, but I would like to ask Mr. Day if it is his 
opinion that the Secretary of the Interior would interpret that to include this 
extension work under the present Pittman-Robertson administration. 
Mr. Day: No. Under the present Pittman-Robertson Act extension 
work is not permissible. I do not think that under this bill as it is drawn, with 
this change, it would provide that the states could undertake extension work 
through this authorization. This change, as I understand it, would clarify 
section 1, which was a bit vague, and would require that any arrangements 
we made with the states would have to be through and with the Fish and 
Game Departments. 
Mr. Glading: I appreciate that point, but it seems to me that in the 
interests of efficiency you could very easily put on a wildlife extension 
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